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While the maJor1ty of soc1ety has continued to decrease in fam11y -
size, h1stor1ca11y the Mex1can American. populat1on has cont1nued to ma1ntain
an extraord1nary fert111ty and a resu1t1ng large “Family size. The paper B
examines fertility patterns among.the Spanish‘speak1pg popu]at1on through
a comparative demographic analysis of the'1950-1970 censuses, The papen
L b compares the Spanish surnamed populat1on state by state thrqughout the

Southwest with’ that of the total popu]at1on. Age and sex compos1t1on, , o ftf?
dependency and fert1]1ty rates, and family 51z¢ patterns are analyzed, .
as wel] as overalT rates of growth Recent f1nd1ngs 1nd1cate a f1rst

recorded drop in fert111ty of. the Mex1can Ameraean populat1on throughoutﬂ V*

the ent1re Southwest ‘ B S e .




-INTRODUCTION‘: - ) : TR
In the recent past a number of authors'haue examined mitiority group status '
and the effect>of minofity group status on fertiTity (Goldscheider and Uh]enberg, k~-
'1959, S]y, 1970) Most of the studies assume that as the assim%iation and{
‘acculturat1on Pprocess proceed ‘the fert111ty patterns of maJor1ty and minor1ty
popu]at1onSIW111 converge (Lee,-Roberts and Frankowsk1, 1972, We1nste1n, 19763 3
’and Thomiinson, 1965: 178) For example, Uhlenberg (1973) states that "As
more 1nd1v1dua]s perce1ve children as an expense and an 1mped1ment to greater

econom1c ach1evement, and as efforts at contraceptive d1ssem1 ation among the ~

poar 1ncrease, we can expect more Mex1can-Amer1cans to re-sponw y-reducing‘theﬁ
,sizes of their fam111es." Le1benste1n (1974), an econom1st, ana1y21ng the
~"econom1c theory of fert111ty conc1uded that ";..among the per51stent consequences .
‘of econom1c development are 1ncreases in. the educ t1ona1 level, net migra on to . -’
‘urban areas ‘and structura1 changes in demand for abor....towards statuses whose
_ fert111ty HQ 1ow " This 1mp11es the relationship o ten. quoted--the h1gher the /‘
| educat1ona1 1eve1 the 1ower the number of children 1n the comp1eted family. '
MR Recent research f1nd1ngs have produced amb1guo.s conc1u51ons. For examp]e,
Roberts and’ Lee (1974) report,'"All things con51dered.vthe resu]ts 1ndicate that -
f3structura1 variables such as place of residence, 1nco;e, oéeupation, educat1on, ‘ ‘l -
and ethn1c status do not proV1de much exp]anation of fert111ty d1fferent1als.“ | |
” In contrast,’ Rnkhey (1975) reports, "Regardless of race and level of raC1a{ -
) 'inequity, fertility dec11nes as- educat1on 1ncreases._' Uhlenberg (1973),after ' “&‘iggc
‘Txanalyzang t:7/3960 census tab]es on Ch11dren Ever Born Per 1000 Ever-Marr1ed )

"Nomena concTuded:
Co

~~. .
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The ratio of chi]dren under 5 years o]d to women aged ?L! R
R -to 44...indicates that the reproductive level achieved by :
' : Mex1can immigrants in' 1960 was characteristic of all white
women in the United States in 1860, - Thus, the average T,
family size of first generation Mexican Americans is equal "
. to that of other American families dur1ng the early stages
. of the Industrfal Revolution. - AU
1/  Bradshaw.and Bean (1973) contrasted Mexican Amer1can fertility with that
6f Ang]o fertility from 1950 to 1970 1n,the Southwestern states using the |
f census tables on Chi]dren Ever Born Per 1000 Women, and adJusted for age by |
&3f / ' ethn1c1ty or surname and age of women. “They concluded that,,"Mex1can American’
| | and Ang]o Amerlcans in the Southwest ave followed s1milar tdends in fert111ty

since 1950.... Hence,>these data ‘provid 11tt1e ev1dence to support the theS1s |

' that the fert111ty d1fferent1a1 between the.two populations have. substantia]ly -
converged." A]though Bradshaw and Bean seem to ‘be persuaded that there is little‘
evidence. to‘§upport the convergence of the two popu]at1ons severa] eonsad?ra~
tions need to be rev1ewed ‘

The one area of agreement“?n'the literature is'that high fertility'levels
of the Mexican Amer1can population have been extens1ve1y documented and often |

: d1scussed (Bradshaw and Bean, 1973‘ Greb]er, et al., 197Q; Uhlenberg, 1972,
Alvirez, 1973) Nhether fert111ty has remained h1gh and unchang1ng is the

~question th1s paper purports to examine. '

: -
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R

THE PRESENT RESEARCH

'e'Va]iditykgj.the Data' H:fd K ‘ :-r,[

The dfta/ﬁpr this ana1ys1s comes pr1mar11y from the 1950@ 1960 and 1970

By : Spec1a1 ‘Reports on Persons of Spanish Surname and the ind1vidua1 State Reports |
of the 1970 Census of Populat1on for the five Southwestern:states—-Ar1zona,

_ ‘-pal1forn1a, Colorado, New‘Mex1co_and Texas.- Only comparable tab]es of the .

' t '1.9'5.0‘, 1960 and 1970 census reports haveibeen used for continuity.
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It is recognized that there are many difficultres assoC1ated with using
'Census data, most 1mportant being the change in classification. For a com-
piete’discussion of this problem, HernanHez, et‘ai. (1973) presents‘a~comp1ete
9na1y51s of the conceptua] definitions, language ambiguitiés, undercounts,
and the. siippages 1mp11ed by - interethnic marriage They a]so point out that )
"aside from the foreign stock de51gnation Spanish surnamé provides the only his-

- torical comparable information’ for recent decades concerning. the popu]ation of .
‘the Southwest general]y assumed to be' Mexican American.’ \t(}

For the purpose of this paper, the terms "Mexican American and- “Spanish | "
| surnamed“ will be used 1nterchangeab1y to represent all/persons genera]ly "
assu?ed to be Mexican Americans 1n the Southwest \ |

DATA ANALYSIS: :

» @

L _ ‘:ll Tota] Popu]ation N {

o The percentage of growth from 1950 to 1960 in the United States was 18.8 o
’per cent as contrasted to the Southwest WhICh 1ncreased their popu]ation hy

39.2 per cent. the Mexkcan American popuiation 1ncreased 54 per cent dur1ng

the same period. From 1960 to 1970 the poEujation increase was 13.9, 23. 3

and 76.1 per cent, respectively ~Tables and 2 show a more detailed account-
_ing of the popu]ation growth of the Southwest by state, The main question ' ,
arising out of a progressive population 1ncrease 15 whether fert111ty is on

the increase, or is the popu]ation 1ncrease the result of exponentia] growth

’ N ) " ' . ‘w(,
2. Age Composition and Dependency -

.\l‘ . . G .. ‘. ) N R - ' ) ., . : . "i
Any ‘age-sex pyramid contains.the population record of nearly. a century.

of societal experience. Pinches of: bulges can' indicate many social factors:
- ~
6
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L Table 1,- Spanish Surnamed Persois as Percent of Total Population PR
S| ‘ : for Five Southwestern States: 1970, 1960, 1950 .-
1970 ot ee0 | 1950
Spanish Surnamed — . |[Spanish_Surnamed . Spanish_Surnamed
' I Papulation upber _|% Total| Population ﬁumﬁ"‘er"' ¥ Total {Population | Numbér |+ lotal
|Eotal - United States 203,211,926 | 9,294,509] 4.0 [178,466,736( - ' Js,216,110] N
| Total - Southwest 36,147,305 | 6,188,362 %:“ 29,309,477 3,513,684 12.0 || 21,053,280} 2,281,710 10.3
" Arfzona | 1.770,900f7 333,349 18.8 | 1,302,161 206,904 15.9 [ 749,587| 128,880f 17.2 -
: California | 19,057,715 3,01,589] 15.5 | 15.720,860(1,456,223| 9.3 | 10,586,223 758,400 7.2
Colorado | 2.o7.288|  2s6ien) 13.0 1,753,925 152,039 8.7 | 1,325,089 18.71S|, 9.0 |
New Mexico 1,046,000 407,286 40.7 951,023| - 276,731 29.0.0 681,187 248,560 365 |
Texas | 11,105,831 2,050,6m1) 18.4 | 9,581,5081,422,787 14.8 | 7,711,19841,027,455} 13,3
“lSource: . Compiled from Table 1, 1970 Census of* Po’pu]dti_on Special Report, Persons of s inish Surname, PC(2)=1D3
. 1970 State Reports 4, 6, 7, 33, and 45, Socjal and Econpmic Characteristics, Table 48; 1950 and’ 1960
. from Table 6-1, Grebler, p. 106. - L ' : -
i N ' W - ‘1_- - /\\ ' ) ) -‘ﬂv. :v. ) h
| | ' Table 2. Percent af Population Growth for Five Southwestern States, 1930-1970
‘U'S. : ' A .- : o
Total | Southwest Arizona . 1California .Colerado New Mexico Texas . .
Pop. Total S.S. Iota] $.5.4_ T>tal S.S. ! Total S.S. | Total S.S. Total S.S._
1930-1940 4 Ce2a | -10.8 13.1 ] 604 @ jeas7 ] 8.0°]-
" |i9a0-1950 - . 45.3 62| |s2|  |m3|, |121 3.1,

»

oho-1060 | 188 | @z [sho | 97| 60.9| 48| o2.0| 34| 1| 30611109 | 22| 8
S fesorsro | 139 | 23.3 |76 | 36.0| 613) 22.0{118.0 28| 84| 68| 47| 168 4

4 . Lo .

1

Source: Compiled by author.
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high or low birth rates, deaths or migrations, as well as primary and secondary

influences or epidemics or wars. The pyram?d of the Spanish surnamed of the

Southwest cannot be explained as readily as the pyramid of the total popu]atiod_‘
. . e o .
since adequaté data on births and deaths’ have not been separately registered, in

part due to laws prohibitiﬁg\the classification of Such data. This has also
, . : \

eliminated the availability of life tables 'from insurance‘companies

IS

It is often the case that the Mex1can Amer1can people are contrasted with

those of the Repub11c of Mex1co due to the nat1ona1 origin and the s1mﬂ1ar shape'

of the popu]at1on pyram1d one that has a broad base and ‘sharply slants from the

0-4 age group to the top This type of pyram1d is typical of countries that are -

grow1ng rap1d1y, have high b1rth and death rates, have not yet reduced fertkggir‘
‘and have a low med1an age and a high dependency rate (Thompson and Lew1s, 1965:
110-111). This well fits the description of the age-structure;ofrthe Spanish
surnamed of the Southwest (see\Figure 1, Popu]ation Pyramids)‘unti] the:1970
census. For the first time the b-g base was the same or shorter than'the 5-9
and the 10—14 bars in the pyram1ds 1n a11 states of the Southwest, indicative

of a decrease in fert111ty.

In 1960 all states ref]ectdd an increase in the proportion of their pop~

' u]at1ons in the 5-9 age range Colorado was the on]y state 'to

q

/ .

- o

A

decrease their proport1on of the 0-4 age range From this it can be conjec-
tured that Co]orado Span1sh surnamed women may have started to reduce the1r
fert1hty sometime durmg the 'latter 1950's. The 1970 (’.\ensus indicates that |
-the largest proport1ona1 decrease was in Co]orado where since. 1950 the Colorado
Span1sh surnamed have reduced the1r 0-9 age proport1on from 31.5 per cent to

26.2 per cent, a decrease of 4.9 per cent :as. ‘compared to that of New Mex1co o

of 4.1 pfr cent, and to the Southwest of‘z 7 per cent. Tab1e 3 shows the age aﬁ*p;v>“;’

PR Y

compos1t1on of the Span1sh surnamed by state from 1950 to 1970 °

) . oy [T
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~ ", “productive” segment and youth under.20 and older persons aged 65 or over are

" | - . : “"—8"-' | C o »
i - L .- Y |
. The d1sproport1onate number of dependents among Span1sh surnamed are
primar11y ch11dren and adolescents. In 1960 there were 112 persons under age J
20 for every\loo Mexican Amer1cans 20 to 64 years o]d, and in. 1970 there were’
| ‘107 persons to every 100, a reduct1on of 4.5 per cent O '

* Dependency ratigs of the Spanish surnamed are unusually h1gher than that
of the total popu]at1on of txe Southwest 89 2 as compared to 116 9 for 1970

The. depencjﬁy rat1o purports to measure how many dependents each 100 persons "

in-tﬁifpr 1vevyears must support. The age group 20-64 is- taken to .be the

=]

thgc"dependent" sengnt. ‘The ratio of the_population under 20 and over 65 is,

then multiplied by 100. : ,

_ ' . The Mexican Americans having the louest'dependency ratio in 1970 lived'in
ECaﬂ1forn1a (107 4 compared to 85.0 for the total state), and thOSevnthrnghest, .
dependency rat1o 11ved in Texas (128 2 compared with 94 1 for the state)
m, Co]oréﬁﬂ'was the on]y state in the Southwest “where the Span1sh surnamed depend- ..'
wency ratio cons1stent1y dropped over the twenty year per1od'(ﬂ33 0 to 125. 9), a

decrease of 5.3 per cent, or 5 3 persons for -every 100/persons -of Span1sh sur- B

name aged 20 to 64. Tab]e 4 lists-the dependency ratio by state from 1950 to

1970 for both the total and the Span1sh surnamed p0pu1at1ons ) . . “ o

-

ent 1ncrease~Tn'popuiatTon ref?ected“ o

In summary, uh11e theve was~a 54-per
by the 1960 Census over the 1950 Census, here was a 52 per cent 1ncrease in the
0- 4dage range, and a 66.2 per cent incre se Jin the 5~9 range. By 1920 there
~ was an 1ncrease in the Spanish surnamed 0pu1at1on of 76 1 per cent over the -
"1960 Census W1th on]y a 38.4 per cent 1ncrease in the 0 4 group and 72 7 per .
cent increase in the 5-9 group, 1nd1cat1ng a decreas1ng fert111ty trend dur1ng | ——-\\
the 1960° s, poss1b1y since 1965. A decrease in the Span1sh surname dependency

' Vratio»from 1960{to? 970 was also noted, a decrease of 3.4 per cent, L / o

i
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. .7 TABLE 4. Dependency Ratios of the Southwest Papulation: - 1950-1970- &*
& U"v —— S g v. o ’ A ’ R . . R . .o
b e | 1950 90 | . tend 3 Spanish” | -

DePe"de"Cy ~ Spanish - | Spanish . Jotal . | Spanish ;‘::rhr:ﬂngi

/“ - Surname | Surhame | Southwest | Surname | {960-1970

. S A . R . . Be o K . ) o o ‘
YSouthwest 109 8. 120./8 14 892 L me.9-1 -3.4 7]

Arizona 184 1224 " oors 7| 1264 + 3.4
Canforma 91, 5 103 6 o856 V[ 1074 [ 437

7] cotdrado -;‘3/] o 139 3 | et -| 1259 | co6 |
. ,-Q,.New Mexico | Ti26.2 1379 | 14 | 1266 | -82 |

. - - . L, % s
oy | TexasT™S T 117. n 135.4 \ 94.1 128.2 | .- 8.3
o o R IR ) - o s
L - - — > S N L ‘ =

SOURGEV Compﬂed from 1950 ‘and 1960 Spec1a1 Report i'the Spamsh Surnamed, e
?"’
.~ and the State Reports 4,6, 7, 33 and 45 of  the 1970 Genera] ‘Social -

Ed

- -, and Econamic- Charactemsfmcs.
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. Child-Woman Ratio v )

‘-m-

b h E 4. Fert111ty Patterns | e

(41,‘.‘

In the\}1terature, most authors have preferred to’ use the Children Ever.

Born table for ana]ysis, however, these data are not broken dnwn 1n€§ state

- by state comparison where more discrete inferences can be detected. The pre-
b .
vailing values of a society determ1ne the ¢ cision to have or not have children

~at a particular point in time, d- part]y to modern contraceptive‘devices,

Because the child-womqn ratio,ifor any‘given-census year, indicates the more
recent trends in fertiTity, it‘serVeS'a useful purpose in detecting early
trends The ch11d—woman ratio is used to" measure the incidence of ¢hildbear-
1ng 1n the population of adwlt women. Specifically, it is the number of
children under fivé years of age per 1,000 women of "childbea 1ng" age. The
=ch11dbearing age selected for this analysis is 15 through 49. The chjld%gpmand
ratio has’been used where vital registration data are lacking, a situation which

L

Y g ’
1s applicable to the Mexican American population of the Southwest. [Bogue and

_Palmare {1964) reported.a correlation of .930 with thp crude birth rate, .961
\\»uuith~the genera1.fert13§ty rate,.and .964 with the total fertjlity rate.]

(LS

.

In 1950,ﬂthe child-woman'ratio for the total SouthwestpOpulationhms 430.

»

while the Spanish surnamed ratio was 655, 52.3 per cent higher. “Table 5 pre- -

. sents the chi]d—woman ratios for.1950 through 1970, by state. "The lowest ratio

in the general popu]ation was found~qh California (401)'and the highest was '
found among the Spanish surnamed population in Co]orado (762). By 1960, the

| situation had rergrsed Ca11forn1a S ch11d~woman ratio increased 17.7 per

“oent, the Targest 1ncrease among th% general popu]ation, and the CoTorado

'Span1sh surnamed popu]ation decreased 3.1 per cent. Not on1y had the CaT1f0rnia

[

.
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general population marked creased their fertility, but 5o had every state

in the Southwest for the fcuyulatike increase-of 16 per cent. The Mexican
q,l\merican fertility also:‘ , eased, -but by ohly apprqximatei&_one—he1f that of
"the generé] population, 8.2 per cent. Any apqearance.of convergence in fertil-
ity mustlbe viewed as an increase in the populatuon»of the Southwest as a
whole, and not as a decrease in Mexican Amer1can fertllwty in the f1ft1es .
However, in Co]orado the Mexican Amervcap population did decrease their
fertxlnty by 3.1 per- cent. This was the first 1nd1catlon~of‘a drop in fertil-
ity that was to be evidenced thﬁoughout the entire'sdﬁthwest populatfon"ih the
1970 Census. Jrom the p0pu1at1on age d1str1but1on in 1960, the drop 1n ferti]-
1ty in CoTorado occurred in the 0-4 age range, wh1ch 1nd1cates that the Mex1can
- Amer1can-women may have star ted to reduce their fert111ty sometime. dur1ng the
;letter 1950'5 Ihe 1970 Census revealee a decrease in fertility in every state
" in the Southwest, for a total decrease of 30 3 per cent in the tota1 populat1on
and a 29. 6 decrease- in the Mexican Amerrﬁan fertility. »

Fcr the: first time in recorded h1story (the 1950 censusLbeiﬁg'the eariiest ?
“recorded date) Mexican'Americah fertility had dhopped below-the 500 ratio The
lowest fert111ty rat1o was found in Ca11forn1a that of 478, a decrease on§7 2
* per cent. The h1ghest decrease .that of 34 1 per cent, was found 1n Colorado.

- The across~the-Southwest,decrease in Mex1ipn Amerjcan feftlljty g1ves at Ieast
partial credence to reports that family p]anning had become rather widely
accepted_b} Mexican Americans, atrleestvin the urban‘centersy(GrsHieh, et_gj,;
1970:  135,,1n ?eporting resulbe of sqrveys‘conducted during 1965-66 in Los
- Angeles and San Anton1o) ' | | ‘

The more ind1cat1ve fErt111ty trend comes from the compar1son of the 1950-' I

to the 1970 rat1os. The tota] fert111ty rat1o was 430 in 1950 and 348 for

1970, a decrease of 19 1 per cent. As for the Mexican Amer1can fertility, the

r
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. ratio was.65§ in 1950 and 499 (the same ratio as the total population in i960)’
in 1970, a. decrease of 23'8‘per cent Even thoughfthe'Mexican American fertil-
ity decreased by 4 7 per cent--more than the total Southwest pobu]at1on--there
remains a 43.4 per cent fert111ty d1ffdrent1a1 from 1960. That d1fferent1a1 -

was 52.3 per cent 1n 1950, indicating a}"convergence" of 9.2 per cent over a

twenty year per1od I , 5 ' ,
Children Ever Born Per 1000 Momen Ever Married - -

P

N
2}
t

¢ ) F1gure 2 graph1ca11y depicts the age-spec1f1c fert111ty reported by thé
1950 1960 and 1970 Census data. It will be noted from F1gure ZC that ther?50

) through 1970 Mex:can Amer1can age spec1f1c fert111tyﬁfrom ages 19 through 29
generally followed the,game pattern, however, 1950 was s]1ght1y lower;than the .
1960 fertility rate and\‘s-light'l'y higher than the 1970 fertility. It was from

-age 39 that d1fferent1a1s appear,. common]y called the "scissor effect." During |

.-1950 fei&111ty continued to increase to a h1gh of 4,939 (an average of 4.939

_ ch11dren at comp]eted fert111ty) Dur1ng 1960 the completed fert111ty rema1ned

fairly constant from age 39 through 49 (a range of 4 029 to 4,246), but by age

50 and over the completed fert111ty was 4, 7tgaba reduetion of 3.8 per cent. The

peak of the 1970 fertility was reached at aqe 44 m1th an 1ndex of 4, 395 dec11ned
to 4,358 for age 45-49, and then increased s]1ght1y to 4,397 at age’ 50 and oxer

In summary, the average comp]eted fertility of‘the Mex1can Amerlcan fema]e
of the Southwest was, statistically, 4.939 ch11dren at the 1950 census, 4.749
children at the 1960 censuszzand 4.397 children at the 1970 census, decrease in
the average fam11y s1ze by .542 ch11dren Thus “the average Mexican Amer1can

| comp1eted fam11y size decreased by 11 per cent over a twenty year period

+ o

b,
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. cation of birth expectations, the 18-24 age group (the group having the largest

" proportion in the~éurVey) could have quite an impact on reducing the fémin

" CONCLUSION I ;

i \\“\
.--15F \ ‘ ‘. :
Family Size = C

The average number of persons {ﬁ‘a family for the total Soythwest popu}aé"

tion has remained relatively stable, from 3.98 in 1960 to 4.0 in 1970. There

; were 698,027 Spaqigﬁ_surnamed families in the Southwest.in'lgéo, with an aver-

,agé of 5.03 persons'per,famf1y; and'in,1970 fhere werev1;333;372vfamilies with

an average of 4.64 persons pér'family, an ihdication qf;é possiB1g'drop in

family size in the,futhre. Lt . o I O
In a survey taken by the Bureau of the Cehsus in June 1973, of theW8§3,000

Spanish- surnamed persons surveyed in the four major regions of the United States

(not to be tota]]y'dccepted-as the view of the SpéqishJEHfhaméd‘of the Soufh-

“west), over 40 per cent of the’Spanigh surnamed women aééd;18-24 expected to°

) to‘havg four or more children. Responses from the Spanishpsurnamed showéd that

" the older the age,. the larbér the.expected~f£mi1y size; and its:inverse, the

younger the age; thejsmaiTer the family size expected. The.197d Censusnljsts'

| 5.8 per cent of thevSpaﬁish surnamed fema1é poﬁﬁ1ation in the 35-39, 6.3 per

cent in the 30-34, 7.2 per cent in the 25-29, and 19.8 per cent in the 18-24
age-spécﬁf{c categories.. OVér time, tge 20-24 age pateéory has been found to

be the most fecund group. If the June 1973 survey can:be accepted as an indi-

 size of the Spanish surnamed -of the Southwest.

[

&
»

. >

(;i;Ihe aSsqutioQ guiding much of the research on minority group fertility R

has bgen that as the prbcesé of assimi]atiqn and aézhlturagion occurs; fertility

i - LN | -

“have two children during their “lifetime,sand less than twenty_per cent expected = -

7 5 -
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- behavior and at:Ztudes of the majority and minority'will converge jSome\ v

'_ ity frow 1950 to 1970 in the Southwestern states, and found that the convergence
1n fert1lity that did occur “may be attr1buted to more rap1d 1ncreases in Anglo
} fert11§;y rather than to decreases' in Mex1can American fert111ty n The data
ana]ysis presented in th1s paper presents a d1fferent conclusion. wh11e the
“‘y tota] populat1on of the Southwest d1d in fact increase fert111ty in 1960 by
hiumh;970 the current fert111ty rate had decreased to leuels below that in 1950 in
‘Every state’ throughout the Southwest L1kew1se, in 1970 Mex1can Amer1can
fert111ty rates show decreases dn every state of the Southwest be]ow the1:'
1950 1evels The 1nd1cat1on of the Mex1can Amer1can decreas1ng fert111ty is
evidenced ﬂn the populat1on-pyram1ds age composition tab]es, dependency rat1oss
ch11d-woman rat1os chnldren ever born per 1000 women ever marr1ed tab]es and
the average persons per family data analyzed from census data. . g n
It is the conc]us1on of this paper that some convergence,has occurred forb
both the total popu]at1on and the Mex1can Amer1can popu]at1on prov1ded, of
course, that we are able to place conf1dence in the census data9w1th all its

11m1tatzons

-

|

~
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